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Secretary

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, N.-W., Room 222

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Ms Searcy:

Re: CC Docket No. 92-77 / Billed Party Preference for 0+ InterLATA Calls

On behalf of Pacific Bell and Nevada Bell, please find enclosed an original and six

copies of its "Reply Comments Regarding Proprietary Calling Cards And 0+ Access" in the
above proceeding.

Please stamp and return the provided copy to confirm your receipt. Please contact me
should you have any questions or require additional information concerning this matter.

Sincerely,

S ngw

Enclosures

—
Mo. of Copies rég_i_?__

ListABCDE




RECEIVED
Before the ‘JUN 17'992

Federal Communications Commission
Washington, DC 20554 RMmmCWmMMmMMCWMMQm
Office of the Secretary

In the Matter of

Billed Party Preference CC Docket No. 92-77

for 0+ InterlATA Calls

N’ e N N St

REPLY COMMENTS OF PACTFIC BELL AND
NEVADA BELL REGARDING PROPRIETARY
CALLING CARDS AND 0+ ACCESS

Pacific Bell and Nevada Bell (the "Pacific
Companies") hereby submit their Reply Comments on the issues
identified for expedited consideration in the Commission’s
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking issued May 8, 1992 ("NPRM").

The Pacific Companies’ proposed solution would open
up validation for interLATA 0+ calling cards. It does not
force any party to do anything; it simply requires those
interLATA carriers that want to offer 0+ dialing to make their
validation data available to others. Otherwise they should
instruct their card users to dial their access code. The
consumer is given the choice of using a proprietary or
nonproprietary card using the dialing patterns required to
reach his or her choice of carrier and/or features.
Furthermore, no significant network changes are required.
Additionally, the solution is easy to implement and would not

have a detrimental effect on, or inconvenience, consumers.



AT&T’s customers would be able to dial 0+ on all lines
presubscribed to AT&T. They would be able to continue to dial
0+ on all intralATA calls. When calling from stations
presubscribed to other carriers, the customer could dial 0+ and
have the call completed or, if the consumer desires, use 10288
as he does today. The proposal allows the consumer to always
dial 0+ and have calls completed even if not calling from an
AT&T line. In this way, the market should see increased
competition in presubscriptions and no one interexchange
carrier ("IXC") would be able to use its calling card base to
inappropriately dominate another market.

Virtually all Comments filed in this expedited
portion of the NPRM recognized that consumers benefit from 0+
dialing. If an IXC wishes to offer its customers 0+ dialing,
the IXC should be required to provide access to their
validation data to other IXCs under appropriate billing and
collection agreements. If all IXCs opened their data to all
others, consumers could use 0+ dialing all the time. For those
IXCs that choose not to make their validation data available,
they could offer a proprietary card and instruct their users to

dial an access code.



Contrary to the concerns raised by some of the
commenting parties,1 the solution outlined in Pacific’s 0+
interLATA calling card mutuality scenario need not mandate
access code dialing. Carriers would be able to choose whether
or not to offer a nonproprietary card. If they choose to offer
one with 0+ dialing capability, then they would need to allow
access to their data to others.

Some commenters stated their concerns that costly
network changes would be necessary to route calls based on
whether they were placed using 0+ or 10XXX dialing. Many also
suggested that calls would need to be rejected if they used 0+
dialing with a proprietary card. Pacific’s proposal would not
insist that such calls be blocked or that extensive network
changes be made. By not insisting that customers’ calls be
rejected in the event they mistakenly dial 0+ when using a
proprietary card on a presubscribed carrier’s line--and the
presubscribed carrier is also the card issuer--there will be
little changes required in any carrier’s network. In other
words, AT&T would not have to screen 0+ calls from 10288 calls
if the end user dialed 0+ using a proprietary card. Therefore,
there would not be any significant network costs or

rearrangements necessary. Furthermore, the software upgrades

See, e.qg., Initial Comments of Bell Atlantic at 2;
Comments of SDN Users Association, Inc. at 3; Comments of Nynex
Telephone Companies at 2.



cited by AT&T, NYNEX and Southwestern Bell would not be
necessary.2

Thus, under Pacific’s approach, AT&T would not need
to distinguish a customer’s dialing pattern at its 0SS switch.
AT&T would be able to handle all calls routed to it whether
access code dialed or 0+ dialed.3 Customers would not be
adversely affected because they would be able to complete calls
as they do today even if they do not follow the dialing
instructions provided by AT&T’s written notice.

If AT&T decides to continue to deny IXCs access to
its validation data, it must notify its customers that they
should dial access codes. Any new cards issued should have new
dialing instructions printed on the back. Embedded customers
should be notified in writing of the access code dialing
instructions. Additionally, AT&T should not be able to
advertise, or hold out, the availability of 0+ dialing with its
calling cards unless it opens up its validation data. If AT&T
opens its data to other IXCs and 0OSPs, then no changes to its
dialing directions would be necessary.

Whether the Commission accepts Pacific’s proposal or
not, it should adopt Southwestern Bell’s, Bell Atlantic’s and

NYNEX’s requirement that AT&T notify all of its CIID card

2 AT&T Comments at 8-9, Comments of the NYNEX Telephone

Companies at 2-3, Comments of Southwestern Bell Telephone
Company at 6.

3 But see, e.g., AT&T Comments at 8-9.




holders that line number based calling cards still work on all
local exchange networks in addition to virtually all IXC
networks--including AT&T’s network.4

Pacific’s proposal is simple. It is not costly, and
it gives choices to both card issuers and consumers. Network
changes are minimal, and the payphone presubscription
inequities are minimized. Requiring carriers to open
validation data allows 0+ dialing to continue and be expanded
to all IXCs, who may so far not seen a reason to offer CIID

format calling cards.

4 Southwestern Bell Comments at 4; Initial Comments of Bell
Atlantic at 4; Comments of the NYNEX Telephone Companies at 3.



CONCLUSION

O+ interLATA calling card mutuality, as outlined in
Pacific’s comments, is not only technically and economically
feasible, it is desirable. Carriers and consumers can freely
decide whether to offer, or use, proprietary access code cards
or nonproprietary 0+ cards. It offers an additional choice to
the consumer--universal 0+ dialing--without taking anything
away. It is a logical, swift interim alternative to Billed
Party Preference which, the commenters agree, could take

several years to accomplish.

Respectfully submitted

PACIFIC BELL
NEVADA BELL

JAMES P. TUTHILL
NANCY C. WOOLF

THERESA L. CABRAL
140 New Montgomery Street, Room 1523
San Francsico, California 94105
(415) 542-7657

JAMES L. WURTZ
1275 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004
(202) 383-6474

Their Attorneys

Date: June 17, 1992



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, S. L. McGreevy, hereby certify that copies of the
foregoing "REPLY COMMENTS OF PACIFIC BELL AND NEVADA BELL"
were served by hand or by first-class United States mail,
postage prepaid, upon the parties appearing on the attached
service list this 17th day of June, 1992,

By: /XW%M

S. L. McGreevff

PACIFIC BELL
140 New Montgomery Street
San Francisco, California 94105
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